The Civil Service
There is everything to be said for seeing to it that Par-
liament confers no rule-making powers which, an emer-
gency like Foot and Mouth Disease apart, it has not the
opportunity to scrutinize before they go into operation.
That is not, as the Lord Chancellor's Committee on
Ministers* Powers  pointed out,  a difficult matter to
arrange. It would be easy to set up a Standing Com-
mittee of the House of Commons to which all Orders
and Regulations were submitted before they went into
effect; it would be easy, also, for that Committee to draw
the attention of the House to anything exceptional in
their character of which the House should be aware
before it confirmed them. Granted such scrutiny, granted,
also, the assurance—which has not so far been lacking—
that no department makes .regulations without full con*
sultation with the interests likely to be affected by their
operation, there is everything to be said for, and little
effective to be said against, the process of delegated
legislation. Anyone who examines the kind of subject-
matter with which it deals, will find that it saves a good
deal of valuable parliamentary time which can be better
used for other matters. An extension of die list of poisons,
a change in the schedule of fares for taxi-cabs in London,
these, to take typical illustrations of the use of regulatory
powers, are not really a threat to our freedom if they are
done, under suitable safeguards, by a body of ministers,
rather than by the House itself. The vital thing is that
Parliament should be in a position to take objection to
any use of the power when it deems fit; and that it should
be so able to examine what is done in its name as to
make  it certain  that nothing to which objection can
be taken escapes from its purview* That achieved, the
system of delegated legislation, which is, in fact,  far
older than its critics like to make out, is an etemen-
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